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THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO
November 11, 1969

To:

All Members of the Faculty

From:

John N. Durrie, Secretary

Subject:

November Meeting of University Faculty

The next meeting of the University Faculty will be held on Tuesday,
November 18, at 3:30 p.m. in the Kiva.
The agenda will include the following items:

I.
II.
III.

IV.
V.

VI.

VII.

VIII.
IX.

X.

Memorial Minute for Professor Kercheville -- Professor
Ulibarri.
Replacements on Standing Committees -- Professor Antreasian.
Proposed Constitutional Amendment.
(This has been on the
table for the required 30 days since October 14) -Professor Cottrell for the Policy Committee.
(Statement
attached.)
Amended Resolution by Regents regarding Study of University
Governance -- Professor Cottrell.
(Statement attached.)
Recommendation for Elimination of Specific High School
Subject Matter Requirements as a Condition for Admission
Mr. MacGregor for the Entrance and Credits Committee.
(Statement attached.)
Credit - No Credit Grade Option Proposal -- Mr. MacGregor
for the Entrance and Credits Committee.
(Statement
attached.}
Proposed Modification of the Physical Education Requirement
-- Dean Adams for the College of Fine Arts.
(Statement
attached.)
Statement by the Committee on Academic Freedom and Tenure
-- Professor Drummond.
(Statement attached.)
Resolution by Professor Tomasson.

(Statement attached.)

Report on the Experimental Graduate Program, Last Summer,
on the Campus of the College of Santa Fe -- Dean Springer.
(Statement attached.)

Also attached•.
JND/ped
Enclosures

·
·
·
Summarized
minutes
o f meeting
o f Septe rnb er 23 , 1 969.

THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO
FACULTY MEETING
November 18, 1969
(Summarized Minutes)
The November 18, 196 9, meeting of the Universi,t y Faculty was called
to order by President Heady at 3:35 p.m., wi th a quorum present .

A memorial minute for Professor Emeritus Francis M. Kercheville was
read by Professor Ulibarri. The Faculty adopted this memorial minute
and directed that a copy be sent by the Secretary to Mrs. Kerch eville .
Professor Cottrell, for the Policy committee, nominated the following
Professor Richards for
Professor Schreyer on the General Honors council; Professor Ju for
Professor Whan on the Athletic council; and Professor Shuck for
Professor Calkins on the University committee on Human Subjects. The
Faculty approved these nominations.
as replacements on standing committees:

Professor Cottrell, on behalf of the Policy committee, brought back
for final action a proposed amendment to the Faculty Constitution
7elative to the following additional function of the Policy committee,
i.e., "to consult with the Administration in the development of the
bud~et, with special attention to the policy questions of the distribution of resources." The proposed amendment having been on the
table for the required 30 days, the Faculty voted its approval.
memorandum from ' Professor Cottrell in the agenda materials noted
that the Regents had amended their action of September 27 relative
to university governance, the amended statement reading, ". · • that
the Regents establish a committee on University Governance to study
t~e existing system of university governance and submit recommendations thereon for consideration by the constituent bodies concerned;
Thereupon, following a recommendation by Professor Cottrell,
or the Policy Committee, the Faculty voted to participate in the
:rudy of university governance. After further discussion, the Faculty
so.voted to elect by preferential ballot, at the December 9 faculty
~eeting, 6 members and 3 alternates to the committee on University
~vernance -- not more than 3 of the 6 members to be from the College
0
Arts and Sciences nor more than one from any other college.

A

f · ·"

Mr. MacGregor, on behalf of the committee on Entrance and Credits,
~7c~mmended that, effective with the 1970-71 school year, specific
ig school subject matter reqoirements be eliminated as a condition
f or
·
·
Co ad
. mission.
After extended debate, the Faculty approved the
mmi ttee 's recommendation.
~~-d~acGregor also recommended, for the committee on Entrance and
the ~ts, .the adoption of a credit- no credit grade option proposal,
ame dmetails of which were outlined in the agenda materials. Three
en ents
were then a~proved: (1) the elimination of paragraph 5;
. ,

(2) the elimination of paragraph 3 and the removal, throughout the
proposition, of all references to the no-credit designation; and
(3) that the provisions of the credit-no credit grade option proposal
shall not apply to courses taken in the general honors program or
the undergraduate seminar program, since regulations governing the
grading of these courses have already been adopted by the Faculty.
As amended above, the proposal was then approved by the Faculty.
Dean Adams, on behalf of the college of Fine Arts, proposed that the
present general university requirement for four hours of non-professional physical activity courses be rescinded, and that the faculties
of the degree-granting colleges be authorized to establish course
requirements in physical education as in all other fields.
It being
emphasized by Dean Adams that only the University requirement would
be rescinded if the proposal was approved -- i.e., that action in the
several college faculties would still be needed to change the fourhour requirement now specified in the General Catalog by each
college, and that such action would presumably be dis:cussed fully
in each case -- a motion to refer the matter to the Policy Committee
for study and early report to the Faculty was defeated. The Faculty
then approved the proposal as submitted.
The.standing rule regarding adjournment after two hours was once
ag~in suspended by vote of the Faculty, but discussion on the fore going matter being concluded, a motion to adjourn was approved at
5:30 p.rn.

John No Durrie, Secretary
I••
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UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO
FACULTY MEETING
November 18 , 1969

The November 18, 1969, meeting of the University
Faculty was called to order by President Heady at 3:35
p . m., with a quorum present.
PRESIDENT HEADY
Meeting will please come to
order. The first item on the agenda this afternoon is
a memorial minute for Professor Kercheville to be presented by Professor Ulibarri.

Memorial Minute
for Professor
Emeritus
Kercheville

PROFESSOR ULIBARRI
Doctor F. M. Kercheville
was born October 18, 1901, in Pearsall, Texas. He died
October 10, 1969, in Kingsville, Texas.
In between
these two dates there is a span of sixty-eight years,
the life span of a kind and gentle man, a deserving
citizen, and an inspiring teacher.
He received his B.A. from Abilene Chri~tian
College, his M.A . and -ph. D from the University of Wisconsin. He did post-doctoral study at the Sorbonne in
Paris, the University of Madrid , and the University of
New Mexico . He taught in Mexico and Chile. He led
educational tours to Europe. He was the Head of the
Department of Modern Languages of this University from
1931 to 1951. He was Chairman of the Department of Modern Languages of Texas A & I University at Kingsville
at the time of his death.
His publication record was most impressive. His
articles in professional journals are too numerous to
mention. His books are:
Practical Spoken Spanish, the
all time best seller of the UNM Press; now in its
seventh edition, A Study of Tendencies in Contemporary
~nd Modern Spanish Poetry, A Preliminary Glossary of
~ew Mexican Spanish, Practical Handbook of Pronunciation,
~glish and Spanish , Dialogues of Don Placido, (a long
~eries of philosophical, humorous, sometimes critical
incidents in the life of Don Placido meant to reveal
the psychology and way of life of the Spanish-speaking
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New Mexican) . He was a talented, creative writer in
prose and in poetry. He was a scholar of merit.
Doctor Kercheville received many honors. Here
are a few.
He was national president of the American
Association of Teachers of Spanish and Portugese. He
was co-founder of the Rocky Mountain Modern Language
Association. During World War II he served as a
Captain in Military Intelligence overseas. He was
given the Sterling Silver Cit izen Award by Silver City.
He was elected Post · Commander of Hugh A. Carlisle
Post No . 13, American Legion. He was a warded the
Sertoma International Plaque. He served on the Armed
Services Advisory Committee of the Fourth Army for
ma~y years. He held high positions in the Masonic
Lodge. He was named a Fellow of the Hispanic
Institute of Mexico.
Doctor Kercheville was the most popular speaker
the University has had in tne twenty -two years I've been
here. He was a conservative, so secure in his convictions that he could afford to be a true liberal and
to fight for liberal causes all his life. Long before
minority groups, civil rights, and academic freedom
became the issues they are today, he carried the fight
and the message to the hostile arena where issues are
decided. For example, one time among the many, when
the University was under attack and there was talk of
burning all the Communist-inspired books in our library, he went before the state convention of the
American Legion in Roswell and told them, "The day you
burn a book you're on your way to burning a man."
Always a leader and an innovator in his pro~ession, a catalyst in the classroom, and a great fishing compa11-i6n ·,1 he gave his students lessons in citizenship and compassion, in good humor and tolerance . He
brought smiles and laughter to the state and the campus.
If some men are born to cast a shadow on sunny days,
he was born to cast a glow on darker days, a glow that
he lped many of us find our way .
Although he is now gone , he left us the appropriate
consolation, his memory.

Mr. President, I move that this memorial minute
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be adopted by the faculty and a copy of it sent to Mrs.
Kercheville.
HEADY

Is there a second?

(There were many seconds . )

al.

HEADY
I suggest we have a rising vote of approvThank you.

Next, replacements on Standing Committees, Professor Cottrell.

Replacements
on Standing
Committees

The Committee would like to
PROFESSOR COTTRELL
nominate Professor Charles Richards to replace Professor
Howard Schreyer~ the General Honors Council; Professor Schreyer is on leave . Professor Frederick Ju
of Mechanical Engineering to replace Professor Whan in
the Athletic Council . Like to nominate Professor Jerry
Shuck from Medical Surgery to replace Professor Calkins
on the Committee on Human Subjects.
HEADY
COTTRELL

Is there a second?

Do you move to adopt?

I so move.

HEADY
Is there a second? Any discussion? Those
in favor please say "aye", opposed "no" . The motion is
carried .
Next is a proposed constitutional amendment , which Amendment to
Faculty Conhas been on the table for the required thirty days since
stitution
the last meeting on October 14th . The text of the
amendment is , you will recall, in the minutes . Professor Cottrell.
COTTRELL
I do not feel that I have anything to
say that has not been said on this in past days, so I am
9?ing to move the question and then I will answer questions . If there's any debate on it, I would like to request an opportunity to speak before a vote is taken, so
1 .guess what I am going to do is move the question and
Yield the floor rather than speak on behalf of it . So
I move the adoption of the amendment as published in the
agenda .

11-18-69
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Is there a second to t he motion?

PROFESSOR SCHMIDT

Second.

HEADY
Is there any discussion? Adoption of
this amendment requires a t wo-thirds vote.
If there is
no discussion, are you ready to vote? Those in favor
signify by saying "aye"; opposed, "no".
The motion is
carried.
The nexu item is the amended resolution by
Regents regarding study of Un iversity Governance.
fessor Cottrell.

Pro-

Study of
University
Governance

COTTRELL
As you will recall, last month the
Policy Committee did not make a recommendation as a
Committee. Some of us individually h ave opinions which
we expressed. We speak to t h e Regents Committee on the
University Governance.
The faculty voted the resolution at that time, which indicated that we objected to
such committee as we understood it and as the Committee
has indicated the function of that Committee. Since
that time the Regents and the faculty Policy Committee
have been in dialogue over this particular question. A
substitute resolution, or a changed resolution was submitted at the Regents' meeting of November 8th and this
embodies and directs the inadequacies, which many of
us in the Policy Committee felt existed in the earlier
~tatement, so the Policy Committee at their last meeting approved and recommended to the faculty unanimously
t?at we now agree to participation in a study of University Governance.
I would like to put this before the
house in two motions, and also be prepared to yield the
floor if Mr. McGovern and Mr . Pickett want~ to discuss
this as they had indicated earlier. Did they indicate
this to you, John?
SECRETARY DURRIE

No .

COTTRELL
Well, in between the motions, or anytime along there, we can yield the floor, but there will
be two motions and the first motion would merely be that
We - - th-£
.
e~ acu1 ty now go on record as desiring to participate in a study of University governance as the statement in the agenda indicates~that the Committee has a s ~
Very clearly and specifically stated objective .
It is not,
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as indicated before, a constitution-writing Committee
or anything like that, so we would move that we participate in the Regents' Committee, study committee on
University governance.
PROFESSOR THORSON

Second.

HEADY
It's been moved and seconded.
cussion on this motion?

Any dis-

PROFESSOR DRU~..MOND
I ask whether approval of
this motion will indicate approval of the way that our
representatives woul d be chosen.
COTTRELL

This is going to be the second question .

HEADY
Is there further discussion? Those in
favor of the motion please say "aye"; opposed "no". The
motion is carried.
COTTRELL
Now at the time we discussed this with
the Regents, the Regents made it clear to us that they
did not -- had not intended that we present a panel from
which +-hey would pick the "safest members" or anything
like that; that t he entire position that they had -recommendation had stemmed from the fact that they felt
that after each of the constituent bodies had submitted panels, that they would be in a better position
to balance the Committee by age, discipline, entrance,
et cetera, to give the broadest representation across
campus, or across the University community as it involved
students, faculty, administration, alums, and so forth.
They indicated to us that the Policy Committee certainly
did not have to appoint the panel; that it could be
elected by the faculty, if we so chose. It was entirely
up to the faculty.
So last week the Policy Committee came up with
the recommendation that we would like to make, and I
am going to take one liberty with this for the reason
that I gathered some information today on the distribution of faculty at the University and since the Policy
Comm·
ittee, by consensus, had agreed that we should not
elect more than two from any one college, that this
woul d be done at the December meeting. As I look at the
faculty, almost within one member, one-half of the
faculty of the University of New Mexico is in the
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College of Arts and Sciences. So I am going to take
a liberty with the Policy Committee's recommendation
and place the following recommendation b efore the
faculty today; that we elect a panel of delegates to
this Committee at the December meeting, no more than
four of whom shall be from t he College of Arts and
Sciences, and no more than two from any other college.
I move that recommendation, Mr. President.
HEADY

Is there a second to that motion?

(There was a second to the motion.)
HEADY

Is there discussion?

Professor Howarth.

PROFESSOR HOWARTH
I would first like to ask
how many members you propose this panel should contain.
COTTRELL
The Policy Committee was going to go
on with the twelve, and let me explain this just a bit:
We had based on our motion last month and the reaction
of the faculty, we had expressed the opinion that we
certainly felt that the faculty should elect their
delegates . As I said, the Regents had no objection to
this . However, they did indicate to us since the other
constitutencies have already supplied panels, they
would like for us to supply the panel also . The Policy
Committee , as a whole , after having spent considerable
time negotiating other questions with them, did not
argue this point any further.
So though it was not
explicit, the implicit part of my motion being that
this would be a panel of twelve.
HOWARTH
I would like, therefore, to speak
against this motion.
I don't feel that ..W~IIIQ8fil.-i._!l!!P'
the Board of
Regent;-has any ulterior motive in proposing this
method for appointing the Committee; that is, that we
should provide twelve names from which they would
choose two. However, I think on principle it's -- 1Vl'(..U2..,,)
from which tf.e.~would choose six.
I think __that on
Principle this is the thing that I object to.
If
the faculty is going to provide representation to this
Committee, the faculty should decide the whole representation . The fact that the other groups would have
Provided panels have already done so and agreed to this
doesn't seem to mean that we should agree to this.
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I would propose an amendment that where it says
"a panel" we should say "of six members and three alternates . "
PROFESSOR GREEN

You mean by pre ferential ballot?

HOWARTH
Well, that's in this. You can do that
in your amendment.
My amendment is that after the panel
we say "of six members and three alternates," and these
numbers from these other colleges shoul d also be
changed, and I would then amend saying if -- by saying
"no more than three of the nine would be from Arts and
Sciences and no more than one from any other college. "
HEADY

Is there a second to the amendment?

(There were two seconds.)
HEADY
Did you all understand the amendment?
As I have it -- let me review it, Professor Howarth -it would be to elect a panel and then the language
would be inserted ·11 0£ six members and three alternates"
at the December meeting wi th the stipulation that no
more than three on the -- no more than three of the
nine should be of the Arts and Sciences and one from
any other -- and no more than one from -HOWARTH
HEADY

Let's say no more than two .
Pardon?

HOWARTH
We ll, right.
I don't -- no, I woul d
leave it then as four and two. The amendment is merely
to add the words after "panel of six members and three
alternates 11 •
HEADY
The only change then proposed by the amendment is t o introduce
·
. members and three
the phrase of "six
alternates" after the word "panel"
Is there discussion
on the
·
amendment? Professor Green .
OUld

h'
wb
5

GREEN

I wa.s going to make that amendment and I

like to move a further amendment on that amendment,

lch Will insert the words "to be chosen by preferential

allot

h·
.
.
w ich is our normal way of selecting our repreentatives to these various -II

'

HEADY

I would suggest -- I think this is proper
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procedure, that unless Professor Howarthwants to incorporate this into his motion, that we wait and take that
up separatel y after we act on this amendment.
HOWARTH
I would support it.
appropriate, to be accepted.
HEADY
it, you say?
HOWARTH

I think it's

You think it is appropriate to accept

Yes .

HEADY
Is ther e fur ther discussion on t h e amendment of Professor Howarth? Professor Wol lman .
PROFESSOR WOLLMAN
Jack, I am not sure what t he
function of the three alternates is . Do you want to
explain?
HOWARTH
They would serve if
if any of the
six members were stricken by disease or went on leave
or something of this k i nd.
WOLLMAN
You are not then talking about a panel;
you are tal king about these six as being the representatives?
HOWARTH

As being the representatives, yes .

HEADY
Is there furthe r discussion?
ready -- Professor Walker .
PROFESSOR WALKER
amendment . r

Are you

How would it read wi th the

HEADY
The only change from the original motion
would be to insert "of six members and three alternates . ''
Now do y ru want the whole -- I don't have the exact
wofrding , bu t the essence of it would be to elect a panel
0
S'
ix members and three alternates at the December
meeting, no ·more than four from Arts and Science and no
~re than two from any other college . Any further
iscussion? Professor Woodhouse .
PROFESSOR WOODHOUS E

Question:

If this is not
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to be a panel, but is to be the entire representation
from the faculty, would there be confusion in the
present wording of the motion ; the present wording of
the motion contains the word "panel" and the quest ion
is, what do the Regents understand us to mean?
HEADY
There might be -- I am giving the motion
as it has been presented from the floor . The question
we have only this one change in it . Professor Howarth.
HOWARTH
May I change the wording of my amendment to resolve this? I think I can't
I can't remember the first words of the motion .
HEADY
It was to elect a panel
this is a
followup of the motion that has just been adopted .
HOWARTH
The amendment would be to substitute
for the word "panel" , "six representatives and three
alternates 11 •
HEADY

Is the seconder agreeing to this wording?

FACULTY MEMBER
HEADY

Yes .

Is there further discussion?

VICE PRESIDENT TRAVELSTEAD
I have a question
now about not more than three , not more than four .
I
think your intent was clearly understood . You were
talking about twelve, not more than four from Arts and
Sciences , not more than two from any other college. If
we are talking about six members it would be regular
members selected with three alternates. We need to clear
~p the four and three . I assume to carry out your same
intent, that not more than three of those six would be
from Arts and Sciences .
HEADY
My understanding of the current meaning
of the motion is not more than four of the total of nine
can come from ~..rts and sciences ; not more than two of
the nine ~+rom any single oth er co 11ege.
TRAVELSTEAD
I understand that, but I did not
make myself clear , apparently.
I assume that six will
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be chosen as members by this body.
I say of those six,
not more than three ought to be from A. & S. and that
ought to be b.uil t in it.
HOWARTH
I agree, entirely .
exactly how to word it, so --

I am not sure

HEADY
We ll , I would suggest , then,that we say
not more th a n three of the six members should be from
Arts and Sc±ences, nor more than one of the members from
any other college . Do es that get
HOWARTH
the amendment .

I would agree to incorporate that in

HEADY
All right. We now have language that I
think is agreed upon by Professor Howarth and the
seconder. Is there any discussion on the amendment?
Professor Dr ummond and then Professor Hoyt.
DRUMMOND
I supported last time the motion
which Mr . Howarth made because I was very distressed
by the proposal which we had before us . However, with
the explanation that Mr. Cottrell has given of the
desire of the Board of Regents to balance the total
group, depending upon the alumni representatives of
the colleges that they came through, or are from, the
student representatives and so on, it does seem to me
that I , as of this moment , am willing to trust the
Board of Regents , and I , therefore , think I shall vote
no on this amendment .
HEADY

Professor Hoyt .

PROFESSOR HOYT
Mine was thoroughly represented;
what other colleges are there besides Arts and Sciences?
I am serious about that . I would like a list.
COTTRELL
HEADY

I have it .
He really does just want information.

COTTRELL
We have a College of Business Administration Sciences, College of Education, College of Fine
Arts, School of Law College of Nursing, College of
Pharm
.
.
acy, College of' Medicine, and a College of Engineering
. 'wh'ich was really at the top of my list, but I read
it backwards . That's in addition to A. & S.
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HEADY
Is there further discussion on the amendment? All right, we will vote on Professor Howarth's
amendment. Those in favor please say "aye"; opposed
"no". The Chair, as usual, is in some doubt. Th ose in
favor of the amendment please stand; those opposed to
to the amendment.
The amendment is carried.
five to fifty-eight.

The vote is seventy-

Now, P~ofessor Green, you indicated you would have
another amendment.
GREEN
Yes. I would amend this to include the
words "to be chosen by preferential ballot" .
HOWARTH
HEADY

Second .
Is there discussion on this amendment?

DURRIE
John , as far as I know, the only preferential ballot we have for elections is Academic Freedom
and Tenure .
I wondered what the particular reason for
doing it this way would be .
It's a lot more cumbersome,
particularly with a large number of nominees.
GREEN
I think this is the fairest way this body
can indicate its overall preference that-~ for the
members that would be represented on it.
COTTRELL
Does the preferential ballot give any
difficulty if you are going to limit the numbers from
~ given college? If someone voted five down, does this
invalidate the ballot?
GREEN
This we have no trouble with in Academic
Freedom
and
Tenure,
and then what we do is simply take
th
.
. em in order. Now this also means say the first three
first four -- first five were to be Arts and Sciences,
the f ·
irst three t hen in order would go in the panel of
.
six and in terms of the amendment -- I am not sure
Whlether one or two of the remaining would go in the
a ternates.
COTTRELL

I think we said one or the -- that was
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alternates .
GREEN
Because we merely specified for the six
who were to be the top representatives.
HEADY

Mr . Durrie.

DURRIE
You realize, I am sure, that by having
a preferential ballot this means listing every single
nominee on a ballot and assigning a number to every
nominee. You can't simply vote for your top choices.
GREEN
That is correct.
Each man 0ho is nominated must be voted must be voted fo~, and it also me ans
that they should probably be identified by colle g e at
the time that the voting is made.
HEADY
You understand the amendment?
any further discussion about it?

Is there

GREEN
I would like to withdraw that last
comment. I don't think it has to do with the college.
This is something that the tellers would have to investigate .
HEADY
As I understand it, the results of the
ballot would be totalled and then the requirements of
~his amendment that we just adopted would be i mposed
in going down that list?
GREEN

That is correct .

HEADY
It might mean passing over some b ody who
had more votes than the next person.
GREEN

Yes, sir.

PROFESSOR HOWARD
Just a point of information.
What is the alternative of this, if this is not acceptable. What would be the method of selecting the people?
.

HEADY
Do you want to speak to that, Mr. Durrie,
is amendment is not adopted what wuld then be t he
Inethod of selecting?

lf th'

DURRIE

I would think just a simple ballot with
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the voters putting down the top -- however it is, six
or eight of their choice. We would then, of course,
take those who had the greatest number of votes in each ,
A. & S. and other colleges.
GREEN
The advantage of the preferential ballot
is that there is -- we avoid difficulty of picking six
and then three and -- because this come s out automatically in terms of order of preference. The top
six that fit within the group professions which we j ust
voted in, the top six would automatically become members
and the following three would then become the alternates.
DURRIE

That works just as well in the total

vote.
GREEN
I am not sure that it does because in
the preferential ballot every candidate is voted upon,
which means, therefore, that we get a more representative and a completer sampling.
DURRIE
I don't mind doing this, but with a
vote of the scope of this, there probably will be
about an eight-hour job to tabulate the votes for this.
Now if it's the fairer way to do it, we will find the
time.
HEADY
Is there further discussion on the
amendment? Those in favor please say " aye"; opposed
"no". The motion is carried.
I had doubt, but I
resolved it.
I believe that disposes of -- oh, I beg your
Pardon. We now have further discussion, if there is
any, and a vote on the motion with these two amendm~nts that have been adopted.
Is there any further
discussion?
TRAVELSTEAD
I would like to ask Mr. Cottrell
who Presented o~iginal motion, after you negotiated and
::~ked with the Regents, what their feeling would be about
is Present plan.
I think eventually the two groups
mu~t get together, and I think some discussion on that
Point would be helpful before we vote on it.
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COTTRELL
I don't believe they would object to
the present plan.
I think they made it very clear t h at
they -- you know, that they regretted that we had gotten
upse~ about the wa y they h ad suggested b efore a nd so I
think any way in which the faculty wants to select its
delegates to work on this Committee would b e reasonable
with the Regents. The Policy Committee had o n e recommendation. An amendment has b een made whi c h changes it
slightly. That's all i t amounts to.
I think it would
be perfectly agreeable. Wouldn't you feel t h at way ?
HEADY
Well, I don't think anybody h ere can speak
for the Regents on this.
This would involve a change
in the method as it was adopted by t h e Regents, and there
was some indication of some of these conversations that
the Regents would p refer to keep the ~anel arrangement
from all of the groups.
COTTRELL
But they did indicate t hey weren' t
too strong on that, so that's the reason I say that.
HEADY
I could hazard a guess. I could guess
that they probably would say "Let's go a h ead on this
basis." I am sure everyone concerned is primarily interested in getting a designation of t h e groups of the
representatives of the different groups that would be
represented on the panel, and I will make this
recommendation to t h e Regents if the motion is pass ed.
Any further discussion?
PROFESSOR WILDIN
Point of information.
nominations be made by the Policy Committee?

Will

COTTRELL
We adopted the plan of bringing in
~ertain combinations.
I suspect that we may have some
in mind in case there is not a distribution of names,
or.the faculty is struggling to find some names.
I don't
think we plan on placing any names before you. In othe r
Words, each of you in the next month -- one reason we
are Putting this off for a month is that each member of
the faculty should think about this question and be pre~a~ed to nominate someone that they feel should be on
his Committee. John Durrie suggested that we ma y be
ask·
f' ing for some problems, that there might be t wenty ive or so nominated from A. & s. and I talked abou t t his
ear1·
ier tod~y.
I really feel that probably after there's
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a reasonable slate nominated, the nominations will close.
But , in case you begin to struggle to find names 1 the
Policy Committee may have a few to throw in.
HEADY

Further discussion?

Doctor Napolitano.

PROFESSOR NAPOLITANO
There would be only a
number that will be set for the Arts and Sciences .
What if there is none elected from Arts and Sciences?
HEADY
Then there will be none from Arts and
Sciences . This does not guaranty any number of representatives from any college.
It puts a ceiling.
It's
a maximum 11ather than a minimum .
NAPOLITANO
HEADY

There is n o minimum?

Right.

Is there further discussion?

PROFESSOR PAPCSY
Woul d i t be possible to
select the college representatives at the college level
before that meeting?
HEADY
As I understand the motion , a nominee
could be presented to ·the meeting by a member of the
faculty wi th the statement that he is being presented
as the nominee of a particular college or particular
department .
PROFESSOR FRANK
Well, this would cut down the
question of a large number when we do mee t.
HEADY
But this would not bar anyone else from
nominating, including a member of that college or department. Mr. Thorson .
THORSON
I would like to respond to that. I
~e~tainly agree with your ruling, Mr . President, that.
his woul d be within the purview, but it would be against
!he spirit of the whole thing, which is that you are to
f e representative not of your college but that the people
rom th'is group are not to represent their college, but
to represent the faculty at large, and I think it would
be a ·
.
mistake to look upon it as a college representative
as opposed to a representative of the faculty at large.
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COTTRELL
I would like to agree with what Professor Thorson said. We would like you to represent
the faculty at large. The reason the Policy Committee
felt we should limit the number from one college is
merely to try to get a broader spectrum of the faculty,
because otherwise they might all sic be elected from a
given college, and in order to represent the faculty
well it would be very difficult for these six to, you
know, represent the spectrum across campus. I t h ink
that the intent -- our intent certainly was that they
be elected at large by the faculty to represent the
faculty of the University of New Mexico . The college
idea was just to kind of help get a breadth in the
representation.
HEADY
Is there further discussion? Those in
favor of the motion as amended please say "aye";
opposed "no". Only one. The motion is carried.
Now that disposes of item four.
I might say at this point that I have had called
to my attention, whether accurately or not I do not
know, that there may be pe~e here aside from those in
the student section who are members of the faculty, as
that is defined in our bylaCs, and I want to caution
as to who is eligible to vote on any items that come
before us, and if there's doubt on that score I will
ask the secretary to read the definition of the voting
faculty.
DURRIE
"Members of the University Faculty who
~re eligible to vote, called the 'Voting Faculty', shall
include all full-time members of the University faculty
holding professorial rank or lectureships. Instructors
shall be members of the voting faculty only after three
Years full-time service."
Then a list of ex officio members is given....,......__...
after that, of whom there are about twenty. I can read
those if you like, but I think you all know who you are .
HEADY
Item five is recommendation for elimination
of specific high school subject matter requirements
as a
condition for admission. Mr. iGregor .

El i mination of
Spe cific High
Sch ool Subject
Mat ter Requireme n ts
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A
MR . }~C GREGOR
I believe you all hav e b efore you
the recommendation for elimination of s p ecific h i gh school
subject matter re q uirements as a cond it ion for a d mission ,
On b e ha lf
and you h ave had an opportun ity to read these.
of the Committee on entrance and credits I would l ike
to move adoption of this recommendat i o n b y t h e facult y .

HEADY

Is there a second?

.(The motion was duly seconded. )
tV

PROFESSOR NORMAN
I would like Mr . .!ifGreg or, or
anybody else on the Committee to explain this statement:
"After reviewing results o f national studies s h owi n g
that there is no direct correlation b etween courses
studied in high sch ool and sub sequent colle g e p e rfo rmance" -- would you explain t h at, please?
A
Mf GREGOR Mr . Chairman, I would like to as k
Doctor Travelste ad to respond to that, if he will.
a,,

TRAVELSTEAD
I suppose the reason Mr. ~ cGregor
asked me, we discussed this in the Committee when th is
was being discussed by that group.
I am not s pe cifical ly
prepared to present a detailed presentation on t h is.
I would say that to my knowledge, first of all t h ere is
no study to show there is a positive correlation bet ween
the pattern of courses taken in the secondary sch ool
and success in the college and University .
Second, t he
on~y major study t h at I know of that's b een made i n the
United States took place in t h e midwest between 1 9 36
and 1944 and referred to as t h e "eight-y ear study"
Written up in two rather length y volumes in the l ibrary .
~ think the author of it is a man by t h e name of Ak in,
in which they had thirty. high schools in the midwest
carrying on an experimen t over an eigh t-y ear period with
selected Big Ten universities in wh ich t h ey s h ow th at
the Patt ern o f courses did
. not predict
.
.
s u ccess in
colleges or
.
. .
un1vers1t1es.
So that doesn't say it doesn't.
The study , I
·
' i s a fair study of it, Ralph, t h at this elab ~rate study, and it is the only one of t h at length and
YPe that I know about that conclude d t hat there wa s
.
no sig . f.
ni leant difference between those who haa a
think
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certain pattern of courses that up to that time had been
thought did predict success in college and those who
did not.
PROFESSOR KOOPMANS
On behalf of my Undergraduate Committee and myself I would like to go on
record as opposing this propos ition.
I feel that our
department already has a rather heavy burden of remedial courses, and I think that this is simply going to
add to our remedial situation.
So rather than spending
two years or one year in remedial wor k , we are going
to have people in their entire college career doing
remedial work in mathematics.
Also, I think that this is going to cause a
deterioration in the high school programs in mathematics . If the students are no longer required to tak e
high school mathematics to get in college, they no
longer wi ll, and mathematics is more difficult t h an
auto mechanics and so on.
So for these two reasons
I think it should be voted down.
HEADY

Professor Murphy .

MURPHY
I would like to speak against this also
in a general way. I feel that the requirements are
already so lax that a professor facing a freshman
class really has nothing, or very little, to build on,
but I see it get to the absolute vanishing point.
I
would wish that when I teach a freshman class that I
could count on everyone of those students at least
having been exposed to a certain minimal amount of
mathe
·
.
ma t ics;
at least having been exposed to a cours e
world history.
If we reduce it down to the absoute vanishing point, then it means that we have to assume
.
absolut
th
e 1 Y no knowledge about anything.
Maybe tha t ,s
e case, but I don't like the trend.

t

HEADY
the

Yes, sir.

Professor Miller .

PROFESSOR MILLER
I would like to ask as to why
Committee made this recommendation.
A
GREGOR
I would be glad to try to answer that.

l1f
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There are a number of reasons why the subject matter
requirements as we have required them at the present
time don't have a great deal of meaning. As far as
the high schools in the state of New .Mexico , and the
students meeting certain minimal requirements, the
State Department of Education requirements of all of
the high schools in the state are a little more
stringent than those that we have in our catalog for
admission at the present time .
So I don't believe
that eliminating these as specific conditions of admiss ion would reduce the pattern of required courses
that the students, at least at these high schools,
would be taking and I think there are similar requirements in many states, as far as their state departments of education are concerned, and minimal requirements .
Stanford University, whi ch I think is a fairly good institution ,up until about ten ye ars ago ha d
no subject matter requirement at the high school
level. They finally decided that because everybody
else had some they would put some in, and they did.
They have now eliminated them entirely again . Now
this would not mean if these were eliminated, as I
attempted to point out in this little statement that
went to you, that the catalog would not indicate clearly to a student who was coming here planning to take
a specific program, that he would not be warned that
~e should have a certain specific minimal of courses
in a specified area, and we would ask the areas of the
~niversity which feel this is necessary to outline this
in the catalog specifically what they felt the student
should have in the way of preparation.
The fact that you have these subject matter
re quirements,
·
and then hold the student responsible
for removing
.
. a given
.
any that he doesn't have in
area

;~~~r entering the University, has led to some rather

n~culous situations. For example, we have a large
U . er of mature students now coming back to the
nive rsity
·
Wh'
after years.
They want to enter a program
lch may have nothing in the world to do with matheInat ·
ics, and yet if this student doesn't have those
two m·1 ·
.
n1ma1 units, mathematics at the high school

11-18-69

p.

20

level, he is required, on top of the program he's trying to struggle through at the college level, to complete
two units of high school mathematics.
This has led to
some rather ridiculous situations.
I will be glad to try to answer any other questions, if that comes close.
HEADY

Professor Koopmans.

KOOPMANS
I would like to ask concerning that
last point: Don't you think we should produce students
from this University in any field who can do simple·
arithmetic? Essentially, essentially remedial mat ters?

iicA

GREGOR

That's a matter of philosophy that
I leave
that up to people who are better qualified than I.
I
This University, and others
would like to state this:
across the country , are being asked to -- this is in
response to your question about your statements about
our having to offer a number of remedial courses -- I
doubt seriously that this woul d lead to the offering
of any more remedial courses than we are now offering.
We, as a University , and others across the country ,
are being asked now to stretch out and find ways of
bringing students in our institution who have not had
the benefit of the best background in the wor ld, and
as we do this under any circumstances, we are going to
have to be prepared to give them some of the things that
they need to succeed in their program.
I doubt seriously that any great additional amount of remedial
work would be called for as a result of this particular action .
I don't think I have ever tried to answer.

HEADY

Professor Norman.

NORMAN
I think this whole question comes right
to the ·
issue of what does a university owe out? Many
~eople think about that
Why?
If the University is an
inst·
·
· ·
·
.
.
ltution that is to prepare people for an increasingly comple
.
.
x wor1d, very complex world technologically,
so~lologic ally, and otherwise, I don't see where we really
9ain anyth.
.
.
ing by changing or eliminating or lowering,
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or whatever you want to call it, the requirements.
I
still think that the mark of an educated man is that he
knows something about his world and be prepared to
communicate and should know something about the English
language, his own native language -- I will forget about
fore ign languages for the moment; but in our complex
society I feel we should know something about numbers
and I agree entirely with Professor Koopmans that we are
engaged so much -- this past week I was . grading many
essay papers at the graduate level and I am appalled at
the use of the English language, use of spelling, and
I don't know what would happen if we change them.
But
I understand that we are trying to make college and
unive rsity education more relevant.
This is true, but
isn' t this relevance for certain individuals that don't
bel ong in institutions like the T-V- I, Techftical-Vocational
Instit ute, as opposed to high school work rather than
what I consider a university level? I would like to answer
Doctor McGregor's comment about Stan,f ord University.
Stanford University, I will tell everybody, can well
afford to eliminate high school requirements.
They still
got their requirement in the college boards and you have
to stand the college boards, which are nothing more or
less than a high school achievement test .
They can say,
"We don I t want you to have language, but you better pass
that college English entrance test." And at pretty high
st~dards, too, to get in, as well as the Stanford
achievement tests, and this is the way the college gets
:~ound it. I am talking about the selective colleges,
they get around the high school requirement.
They make
em take the National Achievement Test.
I don't know,
we ·
at might be able to do it by setting our APC scores
a certain level.
·
h
The question about mature students, I don't know
ow to an
~ t
swer that, except I think many of these stu8
as~
would appreciate the fact that they -- when they
soc· to help prepar.e them to participate in this complex
iety that we have.

HEADY

Professor Karni.

~~Gr
PROFESSOR KARNI
I have a question for Mr.
,; egor
y
ana d ·
our last paragraph states that the colleges
epartments that will need some basic preparation
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would submit statements of recommendation.
a recommendation or definite prerequisite?

Will it be

kc

GREGOR
Under the Committee's recommendation,
it would' be a recommendation.
In other words, the
recommendation from the Committee is to eliminate these
as actual subject matters. Now in the admission section
of the catalog right now certain recommendations are
made for a number of areas of the University: Mathematics, engineering, pharmacy, for certain sciences, and
in many cases I believe under this proposal some of the
departments would want to go that way.

HEADY

Professor Miller.
(µ

MILLER
Professor ~cGregor, under the proposal of
the Committee is there anything to prevent a department
from specifying a minimum score in some type of achievement test in order to take any course in this department?
~
1c

GREGOR
Well, normally admission requirements,
of course, are an overall university proposition. Of
course, we pull certain tests into our admission arrangement. Fine.
I think the other part of it would be up to
th: college. Certainly some of the colleges of the
Un7versity have decided, or some of their departments I
think -- I believe this is true of fine arts -- that a
slightly higher average, for example, would be required
~o enter a certain program at college level in a certain
epartment. Whether anybody has thought of using the
test at th·
·
- ·
f
is point for this purpose, or whether they have
ouna them effective for this purpose, I do not know.

HEADY

Professor Rudisill.

PROFESSOR RUDISILL
I have attended a number of
these
f
acul
t
·
·
·
·
1y
If'
Y meetings, Mr. President,
an d increasing
f ind myself disturbed about one thing, and that's the
act that h · 1
n
w i e I grant we need academic standards, we
eea
stand
·
co
ar d s that will incorporate the people i· n th is
untry
int
1
·
1
ag
o, as you put it, a complex techno ogica
ove. But I find myself immensely distressed that over and
er we se
.
.
Ver
em to feel that we must do i t according to a
outy narrow pattern, which ultimately is going to screen
a very large part of our population from the very
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complex technical adaptation that we would like to propose
that they have. It seems to me the painful thing in the
state of New Mexico, especially, where I find that if I
walk downtown on Saturday afternoon I am really overwhelmed with the separation between this conununity and
the community at large within which we float.
Frequently
by our own oratory.
It seems doubly distressing to me that educated
people can unintentionally be so selfish as we frequently
are. We wish, therefore, to maintain highly arbitrary
standards of a kind which can be challenged by many, many
people seeking admission to this University; peop·le who
will never be part, perhaps, of our complex mathematics,
technology, and other parts of modern society, but people,
I subrni t, who have the right to seek, to try, and I think
it's terribly unjust of us, especially when these happen
to be people already well past the high school stage who
may know that they cannot, because their record doesn't
look very good, and we give the m no chance to even demonstrate that they could try hard enough to make it at our
level, or to give them the chance to say, 11 Yes, I have
matured in the ten, twelve, perhaps twen t y years since
that wretched record was assembled." For this reason I
fuel we are terribly unjust to continue the maintenance
of such extremely arbitrary barriers.

HEADY

Professor Ikl6 .
/

PROFESSOR IKLE
I fail to see any particular
po 't·
o.si ive statements from Mr. ~ c Gregor regarding the adva?tage of this particular proposal except as it has been
r~ite7ated to open the University wider to more people
~ 0 might be less we l l prepared . May I remind this
o~y that our faculty - student ratio is one which is quite
unique in o u r particular institution. May I also remind
~ou that students who benefit from a good, solid training ·
1 ' i f faced with the University which is now much
n~~g~r in population and peopled . by individuals who might
m· h ave had the kind of background which we now demand,
ig t find th
.
.
.
trade __
ems elves in a situation where their o~n
.
j
I am speaking for the better students -- is being
by the kind of thing that is being proposed
heopardized
ere .
HEADy

Professor Merkx.

11-18-69

P.

24

PROFESSOR MERKX
I have the feeling that to some
extent this is a debate between shadow and substance.
I
hope none of us is against the idea of having well-prepared
students, and presumably if the entrance requirement
really gave us well-prepared students, that would be a
good argument for it.
But, since the statistics demonstrate there is no connection between the high school
record and subsequent performance, and since we do know
t hat in this -- particularly in this state that there are
social and ethnic barriers, quite often students, very
bright, doing very well in high school, particularly
if they are Mexican, and come from a little Texas-type
area in the state, we know that not only does it not serve
to give us good students; the admission requirements
don't serve to give us good students, but it also does
se rve to keep some very promising bright students out
of the University.
Now we are certainly not giving them carte blanch~
I don't think if they can't work in our courses they are
going to drop out, anyway, but I myself was an under~chiever and had the experience of getting A ' s in courses
in graduate school that I nearly flunked as an undergraduate
and I think the process rrav happen more with high school
students.
·

. . I am also very pleased that the people in the
ad~inistration are concerned with this problem, since
qui~e. often I find myself the critic of people in
administration.
Finally, let me say that while I agree with Professor Koo
.
.
pmans that people should know arithmetic, and I
agree w·1 th
other people that the people should know how
.
t o write
essays,
as a matter of fact, we know that some
People gr d
.
a uating from this University are unable to
.
do s1m
1
.
-Wh' l Pe arithmetic and unable to write essays, and
1 ~~ I don't disagree with many of the statements made,
sub tlnk that there -- they are not really statements of
·
ei ths ance , b ecause they don't apply to the rea 1 i· ties,
er of the state or of the University.
BEADY
Yourself?
BOWARD

Did you want the floor?

Would you identify

Professor Howard, Department of Art.

I,
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too, find myself in the same position where I would like
students corning into an art program that have an art
background. But we, in fact, find almost all of our
students have no art background from within the state
of New Mexico.
But, in my program I a m the director of
fundamentals and so I have contact with some four
hundred students each year, and I find this is only really
a problem in the first half of the semester, perhaps, and
the brighter students tend to get with i t and catch up,
anyway, and the real requirement that I think we would all
like to h ave is just that they have an interest and a
desi re to learn, and i t seems like if we have that they
can overcome many of these other problems. That's something that we really can't test for, and it's someth ing
that we can't really require and it's perhaps t h e most
important requirement of all.
I think another thing is that a lot of stud ents
are corning in f rorn the military now. When they were out
of high school they perhaps didn't have the desire to go
to college, and after two years in the service they come
back with a great desire to learn and most of these
students do very well, and many of them don't have th o se
same qualifications to get in.
I
was just
the fact
ity, nor

think the other thing is that as Professor Merkx
talking about, the realities don't bear up to
that all these requirements are really a necessdo they really seem to help out in the long run.

HEADY

Doctor Napolitano.

NAPOLITANO
Would i t be possible to eliminate
hi~h school as a requirement for entrance into the
Uni Vers i ty?
HEADY
You are not asking me to respond to that,
are you? D
.
o you want to respond to that question?

to

TRAVELSTEAD
No, I don't think that would be bad
consider, since it doesn't guarantee anything.

I add one comment, while I am on the floor,
Ple ase? MayI th.
.

sa · d
1

·
1.nk 1.n addition to the comments Mr. Merkx
' I would like to relate this point, and this whole
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recommendation to a whole new view of education that
r think many people are realizing today, and which I
would support, namely: We need to open more doors at
different places, different sized doors, and allow d ifferent patterns of pursuit.
Assuming, as Mr. Howard has just said, that we can
capitalize more on what they bring at that time, what
their motivation is , and how they expect to move from that
time forward, I think we would be meeting individual
differences as well as holding the stand ards of t h e University if we take this view.
This does not mean we lower
the requirements for their getting out.
It means we gi v e
different persons chances who have not had chances before,
and if they can capitalize on them I think they ought to
be given the opportunity.
(Appl a use.)
HEADY

Do you want the floor, Professor Hersh?

PROFESSOR HERSH
Well, a couple of words first of
all. I certainly think that it's a shame in a uni v ersity
to have to teach high school algebra.
It seems to me
by eliminating university requirements of this a l gebra,
there would be fewer people that would subject to that,
and including
·
both students and teachers. Other than
that,
I
only
wanted
to say that I am glad that I d i d n't
have t
·
0 prove that I could carry a tune, or pass a course
.
in art, in order to get through college, because I never
; o~~d have made it.
I have met people whom I think are
ing
a
goo
d
contribution
to society , who couldn't be
a.
doin ·
·
·
t
git.without a university degree, because they h ave
t~ have it to be doing it, and ~ho just barely got
h'r~ugh, in spite of having to pass a college course in
t~; school. algebra, which had no relevance to anything
an Y are doing now. I don't think that this really makes
Y sense
I
·
don't see why we have to go on that way.
HEADY

Doctor Norman.

NORMAN
I listened very, very carefully to the
Proponents of this motion.
I want to quote an example·
it.
Professor Howard says the brighter ones wil l get
Profe
Will fl
ssor Merkx says if they don't d o the work they
the re U~k out.
Doctor Travelstead says we won ' t lower
quireme n t s f or _getting
.
out .
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Now listen to those words.
Th ose words mean that
we open the door wide to everyone, and they come in, and
they sink or swim. Think what this means to the individuals who -- by the way, I do want to correct the fact that
there is no correlation, there is no correlation between
high school work.
I know Doctor Travelstead talked about
patterns of courses, which means that y ou take auto
mechani cs and so on.
If you take the correlation, if you
take the actual statistical correlation in the fifties a nd
sixties between· high schools and colleges an d go ba ck to
those WJrds by these very speakers, they mean opening the
doors and we let everybody in and then t hey sink or swim.
Now Doctor Huber's report on the "invisible stud e nt",
whi ch I h ave read carefully , reports that seventy - two
percent of the indi viduals wh om we a dmit -- is t hi s
correct , Bill? -- wh o come in in the c lass of 1963 , who
come in as beginning freshmen, do not get a degree from
thi s institution or any other institution.
That i s under
our present requirements.
Now does that mean t hat we
change our whole present requi rements?
I go back to the question:
Do we chang e the whole
philosophy of what is a university all about? If you wan t
todo that , fine.
That's great .
HEADY

Professor Huber .

PROFESSOR HUBER
I wi sh to support this motion in
i he strongest possible way.
I was on the Committee
011
1ntr~ce and eredits approx imately fourteen y ears ago, an d
still am, and at that time I fought vi olently for making
m~re stringent the specific course requirements f or admis:ion to this institution.
At the same time that I fought
~ require more than a high school diploma, which is all
.a~ wa s required at that time, and rath er to requi re a
~:mum of a C average on all what is kn own as "solids
m
:egard to high school curriculum, meaning not P. E .,
aarrching band, chorus, and those t ypes of things wh ich
e not c
Wh'
ounted; I still adhere to the part of the battle
lch I won, which was the C average.
11

lati
There is, Professor Norman, an extremely high correon
betwe
·
coll
.
en success in high school an d success in
·
·
h
stuaege if y ou use a single
predicter,
name 1 y : Te
ent's
grade point average from high school on such
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solid type courses. There is, however, no evidence that
there is a correlation that is worthy of mention with
regard to what courses they took, such as three uni ts
of English at "X 11 High School, two uni ts of mathematics at "X" High School, et cetera. In fact, if y ou
read the "Invisible Student" carefully, you would have
noticed that we demonstrated i t with or wi thout -- with
or without these types of requirements we are attracting
a very select student body, as far as ACT tests are concerned.
It is very interesting to note that students who
have two, three, an d four years of mathematics consistly
fail to place into beginning mathematics, yet some who
are admitted with one or more un its of mathematics
~ficiency , pursuant to present catalog regulations,
pass the AC'l test and place into Math 161 directly;
mostly because to -- of their age, maturity, drive,
their interests, and what they have done other places.
1

Consequently, i t seems to me that in view of the
'.'Invisible Student" evidence, i t is really the nonintellective factors that we were t alking about that
~ccount for a seventy percent attrition rate from this
institution as far as the 1963 class is concerned,
name~y: Structuring to the point that you squeeze
the intellectual capacity by squeezing the non-intellectual
~reas of interest by structuring students in to a meaningless program for that particular individual because
you feel that this is abs~lutely critical. Namely:
That
11 x 11
they
have
mb
·
h
·
d
p
nu er of units of somet ing an you,
~ofessor Norman, yourself, said that your graduate
; ~dents, after going through English 1102 still can't
rite the graduate level.
(Applause.)
inc . HEADY
I certainly have no desire to curb the
I d;i~ation of this faculty to go into things in depth .
Oth ~ow -- want to point out that we have several
Whe~rwitems on the agenda, possibly standing rules about
st
.e ordinarily a dj ourn, if we don't change our
anding rule.
for

(THERF.nPoN several faculty members were calling
the question-.. )
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HEADY / There may be people who still want to speak.
Professor Ikle.
/

IKLE
May I propose a possible solution to this
problem? I am very sympathetic towards the view that
our academic vice president stated the need to open up
the grades for those qualified.
I do, on the other hand,
feel that the standards are here ; they have served a
particular purpose; why not do it as other institutions
do? What -- why not do as Harvard does, if I may invoke
that name -- it's not a dirty word - - in which we say
that we maintain standards but we als o, in addition to
that, open u p avenues for people who can go in without
standards if by either college course or other various
criteria we feel that these people should be exposed to
the University?
HEADY

Doctor Huber.

HUBER
I would like to make certain that we understand -- I am not sure from some of the comments that
we understand what the motion is. We are not lowering the
requirements, or recommending that the requirements be
lowered that the student have a high school diploma with
a minimum of C average on the minimum requirements b y
the State Board of Education, which I think is what it
is.
MC GREGOR
HUBER

A minimum of fifteen units.

We say a minimum of fifteen?
Many of which are specified.

HUBER
But the State Board of Education requires
that the high schools have sixteen or more and all the
high schools in Albuquerque have eighteen or nineteen
requirements -- correct? We are still saying they must
have a C average on all of that high school work they
have taken.
All we are saying is that the pattern is
not magix; that we have spelled out in the book, say
three units of English, two units of mathematics, one
unit of U.S. h i story, two units of science, one of which
must be a laboratory science, et cetera. That's all we
are saying.
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Incidentally, you know we are saying -- we have nine
specified units and four elective units that come from
many kinds of groups of electives, such as art and music
and drama as one group, humanities, another group on
social sciences, et cetera. We are only saying to wipe
out that pattern and permit the high schools and the
students who attend the high schools to pursue their own
courses of study. We still require the C average, and
I am saying there is a correlation there and we still have
that minimum requirement and I don't think we can compare
ourselves with Harvard, exactly .
I don't think that
politically or in any other regard it is conceivable .
(Several faculty members were calling for the
question . )
HUBER
HEADY
seconded?

I move the question .
The question has been moved .

Is it

(The motion was seconded by several faculty
members .)
HEADY
This requires two-thirds vote to pass .
Those in favo r II aye"; opposed "no" .
The motion is
clearly carried . We will now vote on the motion before
us, which is the recommendation from the Entrance
and Credits Committee contained in the material distributed to you. Those in favor of the motion please
say "aye"; opposed "no" . The motion is carried .
{µ

Mr . M,fGregor on the proposal credit-no credit
grade option.
A
M,..C • GREGOR
On behalf of the Committee on Entrance
nd Cred3ts we get this before you .
I am not optimistic
enough to think it won't get discussed at some length .

I move the adoption of the recommended creditno credit grade option proposal on behalf of the
Committee on Entrance and Credits.
HEADY

Seconded?

(There were several seconds.)
HADY

Is there discussion on this motion?

Dean
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Adams.
DEAN ADAMS
I would like to move an amendment.
In paragraph five I would like to move that it read
"Faculty members will turn in regular letter grades for
all students and the Records Office will convert all
grades " A" through "D" to CR and the grade "F" to NC
for students enrolled on a CR-NC basis."
(There were several seconds.)
COTTRELL
Should we point out also that paragraph
three needs to be changed?
ADAMS

To be consistent, y es.

HEADY
All right. The amendment is in paragraph
five, to change 11 C 11 to "D" in t h e second line, and to
eliminate the words "D " and the next line.
ADAMS
consistent.

And to amend paragraph three to b e

HEADY
sistent.

And to amend paragraph t h ree to .be con-

PROFESSOR REGENER
Had I gained the floor first
I would have suggested another amendment, but this
amendment being on the floor I will vote against it as
a matter of principle because I believe that submission
of grades to the registrar's office b y the faculty on a
credit-no credit proposition is counter-productive.
The grades will reach the registrar's office and everyb ody knows there's an undergrounds communi cations network among the registrars around the country and every
other registrar will soon find out whether this person
got a "A" or "B" or "C" with his credit or "A" or "B"
with his credit and so , on.
My suggestion would have been that we make an
~endment to remove paragraph five altogether, because
it is not in the spirit of a proposal which otherwise is
like a breath of fresh air because it i mproves the situation where the grade is considered a sacred cow and the
g:ade point average essentially and all sorts of restrictions, pages and pages of i t in the general catalog;
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which in the biggest action, which in the action previous
to this one, was greatly improved. I am speaking about
the general catalog on pages 87 and 88. This would be
a creation of many more pages, but I will vote against the
amendment simply because it is -- substitute amendment,
is it in order?
HEADY

A substitute amendment in order?

REGENER
I am being told I should submit a substitute motion, substitute amendment. All right, Mr.
President, I move an amendment; the amendment will be in
two parts, and the second part I haven't explained yet,
but I will.
The first part is a substitute amendment and the
second part I am going to do afterwards, but my first
amendment, which is an amendment to the amendment, is
that section five be eliminated altogether because it
isn't in the spirit of the credit-no credit proposal,
and the second part of the amendment was to be that no
credit
HEADY
REGENER

Can we hold that?
Yes.

HEADY

Seems to me we have an adequate substitute.

GREEN

Second.

ADAMS
Point of information.
to paragraph three?
REGENER
modified.
HEADY

What are you d oing

That, of course, should be accordingly

To what?

ADAMS
That is, that is not a contradiction. Paragraph three says that credit is to be defined as "C" or
better. Do you mean to leave that in?
REGENER

No.

No.

There is no "A", "B", "C", "D",

or "F".
ADAMS

There is no definition of wh at credit means
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you delete that section.

REGENER
Anything that means credit; a person has
achieved a certain achievement in that course on the basis
of what the instructor thinks of him.
ADAMS
REGENER
HEADY

So you are deleting that?
Deleting number two, also, I suppose.
The first sentence.

REGENER
All right, the first -- no, I don't believe
in number three, either.
HEADY
Let me see if I understand your substitute
amendment.
It will be to delete paragraph five altogether
and to make corresponding adjustments in paragraph three,
but I am not clear -REGENER
Well, I would like to include paragraph
three with my next amendment, and so far just hold it to
paragraph five and the appropriate changes.
HEADY

Is there a second to this substitute

GREEN

Seconded.

motion?

HEADY
We will now discuss and vote on the substitute amendment.
Is there further discussion on it?
I want to ask you to confine your comments, if you can,
to the substitute amendment rather than to the general
proposition.

i

PROFESSOR MOELLENB~RG
I will try to confine my
remarks to the proposed substitute motion.
I would like
to say that I was chairman of the subcommittee that
i nvestigated this for over slightly over a year and
which reinvestigated the question a number of times
try i ng to remove some of the weaknesses we thought might
emerge.
I op pose the substitute motion, not on the spirit
of the th i ng wh ich I agree with very much.
It would be
better if we did not have to deal with the letter grades
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at all. But, for another reason, which is that a number of
p eople felt concerned about dilution of standards through
this kind of action.
It was our feeling that it would _give
us a basis for some research i n indicating the soundness
of the p roposition, the soundness of the approach, if
grades were available to follow up and see what had actually happened in cases selected a s the option. Secondly,
and perhaps even more importantly, we felt there would be
some reason for faculty me~bers not even knowing officially
which students in their classes were taking the course,
credit and no credit, for grades. That, in fact, this was
an option of the student and gave him perhaps more
flexibility on his own.
So for these reasons, rather
than the spirit of the thing, I would oppose the substitute motion.
HEADY

Professor Rudisill.

RUDISILL
Mr. President, I vigorously protest this
thorough mistrust of the faculty.
I resent it personally
because I personally have been trying very hard to get
an entire course I offered put on this basis and I certainly feel that I am doing it for a comrne.n d able reason.
I
reject the attitude that I cannot be trusted professionally to know the difference and to honor every commitment
that I have given to teach properly and fairl y .
HEADY

Professor Howarth.

HOWARTH
I object very strongly to this kind of
research that this reporting would lead to. It seems to
me that this move, which I see as a very small move in
the right direction, is for the purpose of allowing
students to work for something more important than getting
an 11 A" . Now if these students, who go for this option,
choose to get something more important than an "A", then
it's less likely that they will get an "A".
If you want
to predict perfectly accurately, fewer of these students
will get it, and research will point this out, but it
would be judging the value of the experiment by standards
Which we are implicitly trying to discard.
(Applause.)

6

.
MOELLENB,RG
I would
icated the wrong impression,
faculty cannot be trusted to
priately. I meant that some

like to respond.
If I communyou know I did not mean the
use these standards appropeople had indicated that
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there would be a great many students who would actually
aim at doing minimal work, and that other people felt
that these students would continue to attempt to achieve
the same standards whether they were graded on a grade
basis or whether they were graded on a credit-no credit
basis. This is what I meant to communicate.
Our whole purpose here in suggesting this approach
is to permit students to go outside their major fields
to broaden their education, perhaps by taking a course
in music or literature, when they are students in
engineering, and our whole purpose was to permit students
to escape the . grade trap, and for that reason, as I
say, I very much support the principles that are expressed
here.
I think these are simply measures which we decide
might be necessary to allay anyone's fears that people
might have about what was conceivably happening if they
were initiating this.
HEADY
Is there further discussion on the substitute amendment? Doctor Travelstead.
TRAVELSTEAD
I fully support the whole proposition and I particularly support the point that Mr.
Adams had in his proposed amendment, so as not to penalize the student by saying he passes if he makes 11 C 11
or better.
I think this point should be kept in mind.
I think Mr. Regener's motion would also take care of
this point, if there is not going to be a grade.
If
it's passing, they get credit.
If they don't, they
don't get credit.
I support that.
I don't have any further comment about the 11 A 11 ,
•
C 11 , 11 D11 , and the research, but I think this paint
is very important if we have a credit-no credit; there
ought to be two categories, and it ought to be what is
now passing under a no credit basis.
"B" ,

II

HEADY

Professor Dittmer.

PROFESSOR DITTMER
I was a member of the Committee
also, Doctor Moellenb~rg, and after our report was in I
thought it would be interesting to see the students'
reaction to this tvpe of a program, so we made out our
little questionnai~e to see how they would go for a
non-credit course, or credit course, if the grade were
down to 11 C" or down to 11 D' , and so this was the
question: Would you take the course if credit meant a
"C" or higher?
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From the freshman class I polled two hundred fourteen saying "yes" and twenty-five said "no". From a
senior class, seventy -four sai d "yes
and seven said
"no".
11

,

From a senior seminar, which was being graded on
this basis this semester, nineteen said "yes" and one
said "no". There were about ten others that didn't
vote on that question.
Then from a small graduate class, seven said "yes"
and zero said "no".
Insofar as the "D" question was concerned, would
y ou take the course if credit mean t a "D" or higher? The
freshmen, a hundred and fifty-one -- now you see -- now
the "C", it was two hundred and fourteen, but a hundred
fifty-one said "yes 11 if i t were a "D", and twenty-three
said "no 11 , and it was twenty-five with the 11 C 11 category.
Then of the seniors, twenty-seven said they would
take it if it meant a 11 D11 ; seventy-four said 11 C11 ; seven
said "no" for the "D 11 category.
Senior seminar was about the same, twelve to two,
so on the basis of their opinion I would say that
students, in . general, would prefer that the course level
stay at a "C" and not dip down to "D".
HEADY

Yes, Professor Clark.

That freshman class that is of
PROFESSOR CLARK
that opinion, they would rather have a 11 C" or 11 D11 , is
reacting to the only educational experiences that they
have -- where the 11 C" is the only passing grade in a
course and a "D" is a failure.
HEADY

Professor Thorson.

THORSON
I would like to move the previous question on Mr. Regener's amendment.
HEADY
The previous question has been moved on the
Substitue amendment. Those in favor, "aye"; opposed, "no".
The previous question has been moved and we will now vote
on the substitute amendment. You all understand?

11-18-69

P.

37

FACULTY MEMBER
amendment, please.
HEADY

I would like to offer another

I don't think it's in order at this point.

FACULTY MEMBER

Why not?

HEADY

We have just voted the previous question
and we proceed from that to vote on the previous question.
FACULTY MEMBER
amendment.

It was voting on the substitute

HEADY
We are going to vote on the substitute
amendment now. Correct, Mr. Parliamentarian?
DURRIE

Yes.

HEADY
The substitute amendment will delete paragraph five.
Those in favor please say "aye"; opposed,
"no
The motion is carried and the substitute amendment
has been adopted, which deletes paragraph five.
11 •

Now what effect i t was intended to have on paragraph three I am not -- I am somewhat uncertain, but I
understand that you have another motion, an amendment
that you would like to move.
REGENER
But I am not sure that I am in order because there was another amendment previous to mine, to which
mine was a substitute.
Well, I would think that the adoption of
HEADY
your amendment took care of Dean Adams'.
ADAMS
I think so.
I was trying to put a bandaid
on the wound and you have taken care of it altogether.
(Applause.)
All right.
The whole thing is like a
REGENER
breath of fresh air, and it's beginning to smell better
all the time.
I do think -- well, I was going to object to a number
of things . here and I want to make it as short as possible
in order not to produce a bite that we can't bite or
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eliminate.
I am worried about the fact that now we have
erased the rigorous dividing line with CR-NC, credit
and no credit, why no credit is necessary at all?
We now have only one grade level and not t wo; namely:
Credit. Therefore, I would wish to move an amendment
to the effect that all the letters in "C" be eliminated
from the proposition and that paragraph three also be
eliminated at the same time. I believe the others
stand, even though they do read like the general
catalog, still, but it is an amendment in the right way.
HEADY
The amendment, which has been seconded,
has been to delete paragraph three completely and to
remove throughout the proposition any references to the
no credit . grade.
Is that correct?
REGENER

Right.

(THEREUPON, the motion was duly seconded.)
HEADY
Is there discussion on this amendment?
Professor Koopmans.
KOOPMANS
Does this mean that every student is
awarded twenty-four units free as he comes in the
University without having to attend class or anything?
REGENER
RUBISILL

Is that to me?
Yes.

HEADY
He's asking for an explanation of your
interpretation of your amendment, the meaning of your
amendment, as I understand it.
REGENER
Am I to answer?
The grade of CR is
awarded to a student who, on the basis of the judgment
of his professor, deserves a grade of CR. It would
indicate that he has passed this course with credit.
FACULTY MEMBER

How about otherwise.

REGENER
Otherwise there is no record that he has
attended. This eliminates any possibility of anything
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being held against this student who comes in a course,
who -- for instance, that he would have an award and
nothing else.
(Applause.)
HEADY

Professor Thorson.

THORSON
Mr. President, and Professor Regener, I
am in complete agreement with you but I think perhaps
we should save two sentences out of paragraph three;
the second sentence:
"CR gives credit for the course
but is not computed in the scholarship index." That
is actually a redundancy, but I think perhaps the
last sentence should also stand, having to do with
scholarship index.
REGENER

Would you like me to accept or reject

THORSON

If you would accept it.

that?

REGENER
I would like to reject it on the basis
that both sentences contain NC, which are restricti ve .
It is not computed in the scholarship index. Grades of
CR should not be included in the compilation; that
language -- the last one I would like, yes, but the
first one I don't particularly want to see that. It
couldn't be computed, but since we are not saying how
we might as well not say anything. In the future it
may wan t to be computed some way.
I think it is unfair
to not be computed, but I won't say anything at this point.
The one sentence I would like to save out of paragraph
three, then, would be the last one :
"Grades of CR s hould
not be included in compilations for determining honors."
HEADY
You are suggesting this alteration to your
amendment to retain the last sentence?
REGENER
It should not be included .
that in? No; no, I don't want to.

No, why put

HEADY
There has been no change in the language
of the amendment.
Is there further discussion on the
amendment? Are you ready to vote?
The question is the adoption of Professor Regener's
second amendment, which would delete all of paragraph

P.
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three and make appropriate language concerning the no credit
-- removing the no credit designation. Those in favor please
say "aye"; opposed "no". The motion is carried.
We now have the proposal considerably shortened.
Do you want to keep chipping away at it, Mr . Regener?
I assume we will renumber .to take careCA.. of missing paragraphs that are no longer here. Mr. M,fGregor.
~

We will try to find some way, some
!1,C GREGOR
way mechhnically of living with what you have just done
to us, Professor Regener.
I would like to say in behalf of the amendment -have we actually voted on your amendment?
ADAMS
No, I think it was withdrawn, more or
less, by Doctor Regener?

A

floor?

Mf

GREGOR

.·Are there no more amendments on the

PROFESSOR WYNN
Mr. President -- is it in order
~
to o f f e r ~ amendment?
a,

HEADY
Mr . MfGregor has the floor.
for what purpose he wants the floor.

I don't know

WYNN
Well, he _gave me an opening by saying "Is
there another amendment?
11

A
~C GREGOR
another chance.
HEADY

I will sit down if you will give me

Professor Wynn.

WYNN
This breath of fresh air in the grading
system, which Professor Regener referred to a while ago,
was first brought in by the general honors program. This
facult~ - ~~~ already adopted grading regulations in
generaI~rses and in the undergraduate seminar program,
and we are, I think, living quite happily with those.
But, whether or not we are included in the motion
adopting those new resolutions with a provision for a
review, I certainly distinctly promisf.Eg a review of
this grading system within a relatively short time, and
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I reaffirm that we will make a study of our grading in
the honors program and in the undergraduate seminar
program and report the following before the end of this
academic year. So if you will trust my promise, I would
like to offer the following amendment to this total act
here. These provisions shall not apply to courses taken
in the general honors program or the undergraduate seminar program, since regulations governing the grading of
these courses have already been adopted by the faculty.
HEADY
WYNN

Would you read it once more, please?
Would you like the motion stated again?

HEADY

Yes, if you would.

WYNN
These provisions shall not apply to courses
taken in t ::1e general honors program ·or the undergraduate
seminar program since regulations governing the grading
of these courses have already been adopted by the faculty.
HEADY

Is there a second to that amendment?

(There were several seconds.)
HEADY
Is there discussion on the amendment?
Professor Karni.
KARi~I
Mr . Chairman, is this not covered essentially by point number seven?
WYNN

No.

HEADY
Ready for the question? A vote on Professor Wynn's amendment? Those in favor please say "aye";
opposed "no". The motion is carried.
a..

Mr . MpGregor.

"

M,._C GREGOR
There are a few things here that I would
like to ask your opinion on. In the first place, a student
does get into the machinery as enrolling for a given
course, and this is actually on his records, the enrollment
in the course.
Now it's going to be very difficult to
know when grade reports come in on these courses that if
the instructor leaves a blank on his grade report, in other

11-18-69

P.

42

words, no credit, whether he intended to leave this blank
or whether he really wanted no credit, you see? I have
a feeling that it would be much wiser for the instructor
to report the CR and then in line with the faculty here,
we eliminate this as we do the necessary recording. It
brings up another question, that there are a lot of
students that want to have it known that they did take
a course, even though they did not get credit in it.
In this case this does not count in there. So whether
we eliminate that course entirely from their record is
a matter that should be settled, I think.
HEADY~ It seems to me you are commenting on the
substance of an amendment that we have already adopted.
A

~

GREGOR
We already adopted it. What I am
trying to get at is the mechanics of the reporting
situation.
HEADY
That's your problem, I guess!
Professor Loftfield.

(Applause.)

PROFESSOR LOFTFIELD
I think in this case it can
be pointed out to the students who are considering dropping,
if they don't want to have it in records, if they have
taken the course, they can take it before the grading
situation rather than the non-credit and credit situation.
A
1c

GREGOR
Yeah, if they do so at the right time,
at the beginni~g of the course.
ADAMS

Mr. President, I move the previous question.

.
HEADY
The previous question has been moved. This
is on the motion as it has been amended . Those in favor
of the previous question please say "aye"; opposed "no".
The motion is carried and we will now vote on the main
~otion, as amended. We adopted three amendments. Those
in favor please say "aye"; opposed "no". The motion is
carried unanimously.
The next item is the proposed modification of the
Physical education requirement. Dean Adams.
ADAMS
I had ulterior purposes in moving t h e p revious question; I had my eye on the clock.
I would like to present a proposition from t h e

Mod i f i cation
of the Phys i cal
Educ at ion
Requi r eme nt
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faculty of the College of Fine Arts, and as noted in your
agenda, this proposition originated in the unanimous
vote of the faculty.
I would like to move the proposition and then
speak to it later if there is discussion. The motion
will be the paragraph that is most greatly indented:
11 That
the present general University requirement for
four hours of non-professional physical activity courses
be rescinded, and that the faculties of the degree-granting colleges be authorized to establish course requirements in physical education as in all other fields."
HEADY

Is there a second?

(There were several seconds.)
HEADY

Any discussion?

Professor Eubank.

PROFESSOR EUBANK
Just a point of inquiry, I think,
first.
Since this is a matter which affects all colleges
in the University, I am wondering why this didn't come to
us by way of the Policy Committee?
COTTRELL
It didn't because i t wasn't submitted
to us. Actually, the college can bring a question to
the floor of the faculty.
EUBANK
That's quite right.
I guess -- my guess
is that this will take some discussion.
I am not making
this inquiry because I am necessarily opposed to the
proposition, but
ADAMS
I can answer the question. As you will
note on the memoranda included in the faculty minutes,
the copies of the memoranda were sent in September,
September 11th, to the deans of all colleges and the
thought was that if any other faculty of any other college
wished to have this studied at length, there was ample
time to do it. We requested that it be delayed until the
November agenda, not placed on the October agenda, in
order that there would be time for such consideration.
No college, I gather, has chosen to take it to the Policy
Committee. As far as we were concerned, it was a project
that we felt needed no further study.
HEADY

Professor Eubank, I would assume this motion
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could be made by any member of the faculty.
I ·have no idea what the
EUBANK
I suppose so.
the
country with reference
general practice is throughout
to this kind of a requirement, and I would like to have
some information on things like that.
ADAMS
Could I speak to one further point? The
proposition is not a proposi tio·n to abolish the physical
education requirement. Please . note that. The proposition
is simply , to leave~ to the faculties of the degreegranting colleges the authority to establish requirements
in thi$ field jus as they now establish requirements in
English or in science or in mathematics or in art or in
·whatever · else may be under consideration. All requirements
in this University, except physical education, are estah lished by the faculties of the colleges. Only physical
education is ·a requirement established by this body.
This struck us as an inconsistency. We could not see
why this particular subject had been singled out to be
treated differently -from all other subjects, and all that
is being proposed -here is that this subject matter, for
this requirement, be placed in the same context as all other
subject matter requirements. It would then be up to the
faculties of the colleges to decide what they wanted to
do in this area because· as they now decide in all other
areas, if some faculty now wished to abolish all requirements in sciences, it may do so. If it wishes to increase
them, it may do so.
In physical education, the college
faculties do not have this authority, and we think they
should.
EUBANK
I would presume that this august body we
have, this Policy Committee, could do some chewing over
this and maybe have some hearings on it and things like
that, since many people are not here who might be interested in this.
I think I will move that this proposition
be referred to the Policy Committee with the instruction
that they report it back to the faculty at their earliest
convenience.
(There was a second by a faculty member.)
FACULTY MEMBER
already.
HEADY

There was a motion on the floor

This is a proper motion to refer.

This ·
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is a motion to refer.
The motion is to refer this proposition to the Policy Committee for study and early
report to the faculty.
EUBANK

At their earliest convenience.
l

HEADY
debatable?
DURRIE

Is there discussion on the motion?

Is it

It's debatable; simple majority.

HEADY
It is debatable.
motion to refer?

Is the~e debate on the

TRAVELSTEAD
I appreciate Mr. Eubank's point and
concern.
I want to strengthen, I think, the right, however, and support the right of any faculty or any person
to bring to this body such a matter as has been brought.
Wayne, and I think to have this faculty debate i t on this
floor is appropriate, including the point here today,
and as I really von't oppose, I think, going to the Policy
Committee, but this matter has been under question, I
think eight or ten years by many different groups at
many different times, and if this faculty wants to debate
it on this floor, i t ought to have the right to do so.
HEADY
to refer?

Is there further discussion of the motion

EUBANK
Mr. Chairman, I can assure the vice
president that the report to abolish the Committee can
be debated.
HEADY

Are you ready to vote?

Professor Seidler.

PROFESSOR SEIDLER
Mr. Chairman, as Vice Bresident
Travelstead has indicated, this matter has been debated
on, many campuses over a number of years.
It was debated
on this campus about five years ago and referred to the
Policy Committee, which set up a subcommittee, an ad hoc
committee to study the matter.
We would like very much
to have the opportunity to go to the Policy Committee and
answer questions and present arguments than in s~ven and
a half minutes try and conduct a debate on this matter.
I think the position that Dean Adams is quite appropriate
and it's a very legitimate question, an d the question
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we are concerned about is having a sufficient hearing,
which we don't think you can do in seven and a half minutes. So I would urge that we allow the Policy Co:mmittee
-- that is, a matter of educational policy on this campus,
which is a Universitywide question, and I would like to
see this directed to them first to study this matter and
then bring the matter to the faculty.
HEADY

Is there further debate on the motion?

ADAMS

Mr. President, I move the previous question.

HEADY

Second?

(The motion was seconded by several faculty
members.)
HEADY
The vote is on the previous question.
Those
in favor please say " aye"; opposed, "no". The motion is
carried. We will now vote on the motion to refer to the
Policy Committee. Those in favor please say "aye";
opposed "no". The motion to refer is defeated.
Now is there further discussion on the proposition?
.AD~..MS

Mr. President

HEADY

Dean Adams.

ADAMS
I certainly agree with Professor Seidler,
that if the motion were a motion to abolish P.E. that
there should be very extended debate upon whether this
would indeed be wise. That is not the motion. There is
no statement of intent to do so. I am sure that the
question will be discussed in the faculties of various
colleges and I can at least say on behalf of Fine Arts,
if this question is discussed in our college, you will be
invited to argue the point ;°whatever extent you care to
do SO.
A
HEIDY

Professor Regener.

REGENER
I would like to move that whatever is
known as the standing rule number one be suspended for
the purpose of this meeting.
HEADY

I don't know whether you have the right number.
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But I think we all understand.
I second.

COTTRELL

HEADY
It's been seconded.
Those in favor of the
standing rule about adjournment at five thirty, please say
"aye " ; opposed, 11·no".
The motion is carried. The stand ing
rule has fallen again, and we will continue unless and
until there is a motion to adjourn in the normal way.
SEIDLER
I agree again with Dean Adams.
I understand perfectly what he is trying to do.
I think it's
perfectly legitimate.
I guess what I had in mind, Dean
Adams, was this: That there is now a two-year requirement
for all students on this campus.
You are suggesting that
each college study the requirement and do something about
it, and presumably other colleges will be as gracious as
you will, be and invite Armon d Seidler and his· colleag ues
to come and meet with your group. My purpose of suggesting ~going to the Policy Committee was that I was hoping
that we could have one group of hearings, rather than
eight or ten.
So if I recall last time, and I think you
were dean at that time, the ad hoc committee appointed by
t h e Policy Committee was set up by asking each academic
dean to appoint a representative to this Committee and
presumably the same thing could happen again, and I feel
strongly about it.
ADAMS
Well, the principal question, I think,
Armond, is that you are assuming that all of the colleges
are going to have the same requirements and I think
that just as all of the colleges now do not have the
same requirements in foreign languages or the same requirements in sciences, it's possible that not all of the
colleges would want to have the same requirement in P.E.
So it seems to me that that's a separate discussion that
is going to be almost inevitable, if indeed this is the
case.
HEADY

Professor Cottrell.

Z

COTTRELL
As I read the motion submitted
the
College of Fine Arts, though, all present P.E. policy requirements would be rescinded and the various faculties
would have to take a positive action, is that right?
ADAMS

No.
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COTTRELL
Says "physical activity courses be
rescinded and that the faculties of the degree granting
colleges be authorized to establish course requirements"
ADAMS
No; the University requirement would be
rescinded, but in each section of the catalog now, unless
Doctor Regener r { cinded it while I was gone -- in each
section of the catalog now, each college now states its
requirements in physical education.
It's four hours.
All of the colleges have adopted that in order to conform with the Univeisity rule. That would remain in
effect if this motion is passed today a nd it would take
positive action in a college faculty to change the fourhour requirement.
COTTRELL

Okay.

This is all I wanted.

ADAMS
Not all faculties might choose to do this
in a hurry.
Some of them might wish to study it for a
year, knowing some faculties. Two, three, or more.
HEADY

Dean Wollman.

WOLLMAN
I think there is one degree that we give
now that does not require P.E. This faculty has approved
it. that BUS degree that we approved last year.
HEADY

Doctor Huber.

HUBER
I am not sure what the point of that comment
was supposed to be directed at, though, because this
faculty passed a very precise program with that q uestion
having been answered.
Therefore, the body went on as
advocating one degree without it, but I don't think that
has any bearing on the general issue before us.
WOLL..MAN
What it does do is mean we have already
established a precedent of offering a degree without P.E.
requirements.
HEADY
There is already this exception to what has
been described as the general University requirement.
Is there other discussion? Ready to vote?
(Several faculty members were calling for the
question.)
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HEADY
Those in favor of the proposition please
say "aye"; opposed "no".
I didn't hear as much v o lume on
either side as I expected.
I am a little uncertain
because of the variations in volume of projection on the
part of some people. I think I will call for a stand ing
vote because I am not really sure how that came out.
Those in favor of the proposition please stand.
If y ou
will sit down and let the others stand, we might no t have
to count. Those opposed to the motion please stand .
I
am not in as much doubt as I was on the oral vote.
The
motion is carried.
PROFESSOR BOATWRIGHT
HEADY

Move to adjourn.

I have a motion to adjourn.

Is there a

second?
(There were several seconds by the faculty . )
HEADY
It's been seconded, not deb atable. We have
a motion to adjourn, which has been second ed. Those in
favor please say " ay e"; opposed "no " . Th e motion is
carried.
Adjournment, 5:30 p.m.
Respectfu l l y submitted ,

AJ~
Durrie,
Secretary

October 14, 196')

PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO FACULTY CONSTITUTION
The Policy Committee recommends the following amendment to
the Faculty Constitution:
In Article I, Section 6(a) -- see page 22 in
Faculty Handbook -- change "(4)" to "(5)" and " (5)"
to "(e)": insert a new (4) as follows: "to consult
with the Administration in the development of the
budget, with special attention to the policy
questions of the distribution of resources. "

'

UNIVERSITY GOVERNANCE

November 10, 1969
To:
From:

Members of the Faculty
M. M. Cottrell, Chairman, Policy Committee
At their meeting of November 8, 1969, the Regents amended
their action of September 27 relative to university governance,
as follows:
"Thereupon, it was moved by Mr. Wolf, seconded by
Dr. Bradbury, that the Regents establish a Committee
on University Governance to study the existing system
of university governance and submit recommendations
thereon for consideration by the constituent bodies
concerned: also that the membership of the Committee
be as recommended by the President, except that there
should be three, rather than two, alumni and that the
matter of the Regents' participation remain in abeyance pending a recommendation by their Faculty-Student
Committee. Carried.
11

The Regents also agreed that it was up to the Faculty to determine how the 12 faculty panelists for the Committee on University Governance would be selected. At the meeting of November
18, I will be prepared to make a recommendation from the
Policy Committee in this regard.

Recommendation for Elimination of Specific High School Subject
Matter Requirements as a Condition for Admission.
The Committee on Entrance and Credits recommends to the General
Faculty that specific high school subject matter requirements,
as ~et forth on pages 87 and 88 of the 1969-70 edition of the
General Catalog, be eliminated as a condition for admission
and that this action become effective with the 1970-71 school
year.
After reviewing results of national studies showing that there
is no direct correlation between courses studied in high school
and subsequent college performance, the committee is persuaded
that the requirement of a fixed pattern of subject matter at
the high school level serves no useful purpose.
Colleges of the University which offer curricula for which
the student should have some basic preparation in areas such
as mathematics and science will be asked to provide statements
of recommendation for inclusion in the Admission section of
the catalog.

CREDIT-NO CREDIT GRADE OPTION PROPOSAL
Following a year of investigation and discussion, the Committee on Entrance
and Credits recommends to the General Faculty adoption of an experimental
CREDIT-NO CREDIT (CR-NC) GRADE OPTION with the following provisions:
1.

Students will be limited to one course per semester on a CR-NC basis.
No student may exceed a total of 24 semester hours on CR-NC option
coursework, which includes courses offered only on a CR-NC basis.

2.

Courses which are a part of the student's major, as defined by the
major department, may not be taken on a Credit-No Credit basis, with
exception of those courses especially approved by the Committee on
Entrance and Credits for use of CR-NC grading. However, no student can
be penalized by a department, if, in the process of selecting or
changing major fields, he has taken a course in his major on a CR-NC
basis. In addition to any course work taken on the CR-NC basis, the
Bachelor of University Studies program requires a minimum of 40
semester hours of upper division courses taken on a letter grading basis.

3.

Credit (CR) is to be defined as ·'c or better " . CR gives credit for
the course but is not computed in the scholarship index. No credit
(NC) is considered :'failing 11 and is not to be computed in the scholarship index. Grades of CR should not be included in compilations for
determining honors, etc.

4.

A student may not change from the CR-NC option to a regular grading
basis, or vice-versa, after the initial registration has been concluded. Once enrolled for a course under th~ CR-NC option, his only
recourse is to drop the course.

5.

Faculty members will turn in regular letter grades for all students and
the Records Office will convert all grades of "A" through "C 11 to CR,
and those grades of o1Dll and "F 1' to NC for students enrolled on a CR-NC
basis. By this means both letter and CR-NC grades will be readily
available as a future basis for evaluating this grade innovation.

6.

A correct CR-NC enrollment is the express responsibility of each
student. Qualified students desiring to take a course under the CR-NC
option must complete an authorization form in the Records Office. The
student's College office is then notified of his CR-NC grade option
course selection.

7,

A student may not enroll for A course under the CR-NC grade option
which he has previously taken under the regular grading system.

8.

If any CR-NC grade option proposal is adopted for the University an
informative pamphlet should be composed for the guidance of both
students and faculty so that they all have a full understanding of
the CR-NC Grade Option.

9.

We encourage the Graduate Committee to evaluate the CR-NC Grade
Option for applicability to their students.

lO.

CR-NC should be considered as an experimental program, subject to annual
detailed evaluation, with revisions made as indicated. The agency to
conduct the evaluation will be designated by the Academic Vice-President.

THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO

September 11, 1969

To:
From:

John Durrie, University Secretary
Clinton Adams, Dean, College of Fine Arts

Subject:

Modification of the Physical Education Requirement

In a meeting held on September 9, 1969, the Faculty of the College of
Fine Arts adopted the following resolution by unanimous vote:
At the present time all specific course requirements for
bachelor's degree other than a four hour requirement in
physical education are established by the faculties of the
degree granting colleges. The Faculty of the College of
Fine Arts believes that requirements in physical education,
just as in all other fields, should be left to the discretion of the degree granting colleges. Accordingly it
is proposed that the University Faculty adopt the following motion:
That the present general university requirement
for four hours of non-professional physical activity courses be rescinded, and that the faculties
of the degree granting colleges be authorized to
establish course requirements in physical education
as in all other fields.
May I ask that this matter be placed on the agenda of the University
Faculty. If the October agenda is already crowded, it would be
acceptable to place it on the agenda of the November meeting .
CA:bc
cc: Dr . Chester c . Travelstead
Dean Wollman, Arts & Sciences
Dean Rehder, Business & Administrative Sciences
Dean Lawrence, Education
Dean Dove , Engineering
Dean Springer, Graduate School
Dean Christopher, Law
Dean Stone, Medicine
Dean Murray, Nursing
Dean Stahl, Pharmacy
Mr. Huber, University College
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THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO
November 5, 1969

To:
From:

The Faculty, University of New Mexico
Committee on Academic Freedom and Tenure

The AAUP 1940 Statement of Principles, which appears as Appendix
I to the Policy on Academic Freedom and Tenure (approved by the
Faculty March 11, 1969; and by the Board of Regents March 15, 1969)
contains the following:
The college or university teacher is a citizen, a
member of a learned profession, and an officer of
an educational institution. When he speaks or writes
as a citizen, he should be free from institutional
censorship or discipline, but his special position
in the community imposes special obligations. As a
man of learning and an educational officer, he should
remember that the public may judge his profession and
his institution by his utterances. Hence he should
at all times be accurate, should exercise appropriate
restraint, should show respect for the opinions of
others, and should make every effort to indicate that
he is not an institutional spokesman.
Through the years, in our judgment, the Faculty at UNM has
generally acted in ways harmonious with this statement. That some
memb 7rs of the Faculty or their assistants may have acted somewhat
hastily at times is, of course, possible. Restricting academic
freedom in the hope that fewer such instances will occur seems to
the Committee on Academic Freedom and Tenure not likely to achieve
the ends sought by those who call for such action.
By the very nature of its functions, a University deliberately
selects people to serve · on its faculty who know more about many
aspects of society, the sciences, the arts, and the humanities than
~~ny (perhaps most) people in the culture surrounding the instituion. That these scholars will be critical of what is written, said,
pbroposed, and tried in the "world outside the University" is
o. v·ious. That some of them may, under pressure of events, occasionally say or write something, either on or off campus, that many
~eop~e ~ay deem unwise, insulting, or distasteful is to be expected.
ontinuing controversy is, therefore, likely and desirable.

W7 do not feel it would be profitable at this time to attempt
to define "appropriate restraint" in more specific terms than now
~~ed in the AAUP 1940 Statement on Principles. We would like to call
m the attention of all members of the Faculty the following stateby Committee A of AAUP (dated 1964) "relating to the faculty
er's ex7rcise of his freedom of speech as a citizen. The Statefat emphasizes the essential considerations and procedures when a
fo~uhl~y member's utterances raise grave doubts concerning his fitness
is position.

m:n~
me:

11

Committee A Statement on Extramural Utterances
The 1940 Statement of Principles asserts the faculty
member's right to speak or write, as citizen, free
from institutional censorship or discipline. At the
same time it calls attention to the faculty member's
special obligations arising from his position in the
corranunity: to be accurate, to exercise appropriate
restraint, to show respect for the opinions of others,
and to make every effort to indicate that he is not
an institutional spokesman. An interpretation of the
1940 Statement, agreed to at a conference of the AAC
and the AAUP held on November 8, 1940, states that an
administration may file charges in accordance with procedures outlined in the Statement if it feels that a
faculty member has failed to observe the above admonitions and believes that his extramural utterances raise
grave doubts concerning his fitness for his position.
In cases involving such charges, it is essential that
the hearing should be conducted by an appropriate-preferably elected--faculty committee, as provided
in Section 4 of the 1958 Statement on Procedural
Standards in Faculty Dismissal Proceedings. The controlling principle is that a faculty member's expression of opinion as a citizen cannot constitute grounds
for dismissal unless it clearly demonstrates the faculty
member's unfitness for his position. Extramural utterances rarely bear upon the faculty member's fitness for
his position. Moreover, a final decision should take
into account the faculty member's entire record as a
teacher and scholar. In the absence of weighty evidence of unfitness, the administration should not prefer charges: and if it is not clearly proved in the
hearing that the faculty member is unfit for his
~osition, the faculty committee should make a finding
in favor of the faculty member concerned.
Committee A asserts that it will view with particular
gravity an administrative or board reversal of a
favorable faculty committee hearing judgment in a case
involving extramural utterances. In the words of the
1940 Statement of Principles, "the administration
should remember that teachers &re citizens and should
be accorded the freedom of citizens." In a democratic
society freedom of speech is an indispensable right of
the citizen. Committee A will vigorously uphold that
right.
The Academic Freedom and Tenure Committee at UNM urges all
~culty members to remember that a measure of humility, of compassion for the feelings of others, and of concern for the effects of
our behavior is needed by all of us.
f

The following resolution is sponsored by the faculty listed below.

we suggest that the vote be by secret ballot.

We, the members of the University of New Mexico faculty,
fully endorse our right to criticize each other in print
and in public. However, we regard public statements of
any kind calling for the dismissal of a fellow faculty
member to be a serious violation of collegial responsibility and propriety. Procedures are available for
bringing charges against faculty members should anyone
feel compelled to do so.
Sponsors
I

David Bachelor

Frank Ikle

Paul F. Schmidt

Marion Cottrell

David M. Johnson

Robert Sickels

Lois Dilatush

Joel M. Jones

Harry P. Stumpf

Ronald Dolkhart

Robert

Bernard Epstein

Joanna de Keyser

James L. Thorson

Joseph Fashing

Karl Koenig

Richard F. Tomasson

Douglas George

Richard C. Metzler

Antonio Ugalde

Micha Gisser

Harold

Theodore Guinn

Martin Needler

David Hamilton

Harold Rhodes

w.

Kern

c. Meier

E.

w.

w.

Tedlock, Jr.

Warren Wagar

Charles E. Woodhouse

2· 'THE U1~ IVERS ITY OF NEw MEX ICO
Graduat(;; School
Novcmbc:: r ~, I9b~
To:

Faculty

From:

George P. Spring6r, VP/Rand Duan, Graduat~ School

Subj0ct:

R&port on the First Summt:r of thl:j Expbrim0ntal Pr· gram
thu Col legu of Santa Fe campus.

0

r,

Last year the faculty authorized a two-year experiment in which
UNM would offer graduate courses on the Col IGge of Santa Fe campus
juring th~ Summer Session. A part of that authorization included tn~
stipulation that an interim report should be made after the first
summer, so that the faculty could be advised of the relative succ&ss
of thE: program.
Eight courses were offered during this first summer, including
ono in Elementary Education, one in Guidance and Special Education ,
two in Foundations of Education , two in English, and two in History .
A total of fifty-three students enrol led in these eight courses .
Because of the limited enrollment, the income was insufficient to
cover exp&nses, resulting in a deficit of slightly mor8 than $3,000
which was mad6 up by the College of Santa F&. It is anticipated that
thb additional publicity generated by this first summer wi I I result
in sufficient enrollments for future programs to be self-supporting .
As might be expected, there were problems connected with the
admission, registration, and recording of grades of the students
involved in this first trial . The off-campus location caused some
problems, and the lack of experience in handling them made it difficult
to anticipate some of the needs which arose. The experience gained in
thd first year can be used to minimize such problems in the future,
although the communication and distance involved wi I I continue to I imit
the efficiency of procedures. On the whole, however, these administrative problems were minor.
Probably the most serious handicap to the entire operation was
Iack of adequate Ii brary tac i 11 ti es at the Co I Iege of Santa Fe .
Th8 administration of the College attempted to fi I I in th~ most glaring
lacks, but it is obvious that the library resources wi I I remain inade quate for some time . Individual instructors attempted to overcome
th~s difficulty through the use of books of readings and other resources
which could be obtained through the University of New M8xico Library
or from private sources , but al I of these solutions left something to
be desired .
Tllb

The fe8ling seems to be unanimous among the professors participaiina
in the program that it was a worth-while venture, and that it helpsd to
create better communication and better understanding with the peoplb
ot the Santa Fe area . With certain qua I ifications , al I of them rccom·
mend~d that the program be continued the second year.
GPS/lol

